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ANIMAL— 
Sheep killed by dog—Liability of dog owner—Dogs Act, 1865 
(28 & 29 Vict. c, 60), s. 1.—Grange v. Silcock, Q.3.D., 8.5. 697 


APPROPRIATION of PAYMENTS— 


Debtor and creditor—Rule in Clayton’s case—Right to appro- 
priate.—‘‘ Mecca,” The, H.L., W.R. 667 


BANKRUPTCY— 
1. Proof—Postponement—Loan—Verbal agreement to repay 


lender out of profits of business—Partnership Act, 1890, s. 2, sub- | 


section 3 (d); s. 3.—Fort, Re, Schofield, Ex parte, arp., §.J. 699 


2. Receiving order—Petitioning creditor's debt—Bills of exchange 
—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c, 52), s. 6 (1) (b).—Raatz, 
Re, Raatz, Ex parte, Bkcy., W.R, 666 


BILL of EXCHANGE— 
See Bankruptcy, 2 


BUILDING SOCIETY— 


1. Alteration in rules—Udtra vires—Building Societies Act, 1874 


(37 & 38 Vict. c. 42), ss. 16 (2) (4), 18.—Strohmenger v. Borough of 
wh ik Permanent Investment Building Society, CH.D. STIRLING, J. 
: 700 , , 


2. Mortgage—Power of sale—Sale by transferee.—R 
Smith’s Contract, Re, arr., W.R. 678 7 umney and 


CONSENT— 
See Practice, 2, 6 


CONTRACT— 
See Practice, 1 


DIVORCE— 


1, Order for costs—More than six years’ delay in issuing e - 
tion—Application to the court—R. 8. C., 1883, ord, 42°F. 23.— 
Goodwin v. Goodwin and Arnold, P.D. & AD.D., W.R. 656 


2. Restitution of conjugal rights—Petition for ali 
lite—Amount of aleasne 2nd les regulating —Dispate eo 
amount of husband’s income—Affidavit by husband as to his means 
—Order that he attend to be cross-examined on his affidavit— 
Discretion of registrar of judge—Divorce Rules, 1865, rr. 86, 191 
—Sykes v, Sykes, arp., $.J. 713 eee 


3. Restitution of conjugal rights—Written demand for cohabita- 
einen Uk — 175.—Tucker, In the Petition of, 


pDoc— 
See Animal 
ECCLESIASTICAL LAW— : 


— Deprivation — Subsequent sentence of deposition — 
Clergy Discipline Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. o. $2), s. er v. 
Bishop of Bristol, arp., 8.J. 695 


ESTOPPEL— 


Settlement of land by grantor having no title—Acquisition of 


title by tenant for life—Rights of remaindermen— 
Btatute ct Limitations—3 & 4 Will, Pg c. 27, 8. $4.—Dalton v. 


Fitegerald, arv., W.R, 685 


FIXTURES— 
Moveable chattels—Stuffed birds and animals—Mansion house— 
oa estate—Tenant for life.—Hill (Viscownt) v. Bullock, Apr., 
. 696 


HIGHWAY— 
See Local Government, 1 


INLAND REVENUE— 

1. Estate daty—Exemption—Property settled by will or disposi- 
tion—Property on which probate duty has been paid—Finance 
Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), ss. 1, 21 (1).—-Attorney-General v. 
Dodington, arr., W.R. 657 

2. Estate duty—Settlement—Contingent life interest—Subse- 
quent subsisting limitations—Property passing on death—Finance 
Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), as. 1, 2, 5.—Attorney-General v. 
Wood and Others, 2.B.D., W.R. 663 

3. Succession duty—Account duty—Insurance—Life policy— 
Assignment—Succession Duty Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 51), ss. 
2 and 17—Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1889 (52 Vict. c. 7), 
s. 11.—Lord Advocate v. Robertson, H.L., W.R. 674 


INSURANCE— 

Marine—Damage by perils insured against—Cost of placing 
vessel in dry dock—Survey for re-classification while in dry dock— 
Apportionment of expenses.—Ruabon Steamship Co. (Limited) v. 
London Assurance Corporation, Q.B.D., §.J. 738 


JUSTICES— 

Summary jurisdiction—Procedure—Complaint — Information— 
Order to have child vaccinated and to pay costs—Distress—Im- 
prisonment—“ Civil debt””—Summary Jurisdiction Acts, 1848 (11 
& 12 Vict. c. 43), s. 18; 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 49), s, 6.—Reg. v. 
Burrows, Ex parte Wilson, Q.B.D., §.J, 715 


See also Master and Servant. 








LANDLORD and TENANT— 


1. Lease—Breach of covenant not to sub-let—Forfeiture—Relief 
—Protection of under-lessee—Conveyancing and Law of Property 
Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 14—-Conveyancing and Law of 
Property Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 13), s. 4.—Imray v. Oakshette, 
App., W.R. 681 

2. Tenancy from year to year—Market garden—Claim for com- 

tion by outgoing tenant—Agricultural Holdings (England) 
Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 61), s. 61—Market Gardeners’ Compen- 
sation Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vict. c. 27), s. 4.—King v. Eversfield, 
App., §.J. 712 


LIBEL — 

Consolidation of actions—Actions against different defendants 
for same libel—Time for making order—Law of Libel Amendment 
Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 64), 8. 5.—Stone v. Press Association 
(Limited), arp., W.R. 641 


See also Practice, 5, 7 


LIMITATION, STATUTES of— 
See Estoppel 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 


1. Locomotives on highways—Steam-roller ing alo igh- 
pa from one locality to another—“ User” of hi von ee Poni 
and Locomotives Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 77), s. 32—Bye-laws. 
—London County Council vy. Wood, @.B.D., 8.J. 738 

2. Mandamus—Right of mag nade agent to inspect minutes of 
district burial board.—Hatton, Ex parte, Q.B.D., §.J, 698 
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MORTGAGE— 


PARTITION— 


PARTNERSHIP— 


POOR LAW— 





POWER— 


PRACTICE— 
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DIGEST. 3 








3. 3. Public health—Sewers— Act, 1889 
(52 & 53 Vict. c. 63), s. 33—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. 
c. 55), a8. 150, 151, 257—Notice under section 150— of adop- 


tion of Private Streets Works Act, 1892, after a notice has been 
given under section 150 of the Public Health Act, 1875.— Heston 
and Isleworth Urban District Council v. Grout, apr., W.R. 697 


4. Water supply—Alteration of boundaries—Construction of 
waterworks—Pu Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), as. 51, 
52—Local Government Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. o. 41), ss. 57, 59— 
Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), s. 36 (2).— 
ee devfald, Corporetion v. Ravensthorpe Urban District Council, 


MANDAMUS— 
See Local Government, 2 


MASTER and SERVANT— 


Justices—Summary jurisdiction—Dispute— yers and Work- 
men Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 90), s. 4.—James v. Evans & Oo., 
Q.B.D., W.R. 654 


Power of sale—Mortgage by tenants in common—Purchase by 
one co-tenant—Private tender—-Validity of sale.—Kennedy v. De 
Trafford, H.L., W.R. 671 


See also Building Society, 2 


of share—Occupation rent— 


Occupying co-owner—Mo 
: ill v. Hicken, OH.D. STIRLING, J., 


Set-off as against mortgagee. — 
8.J. 696 


1. Dissolution—Solicitor retained by firm to action before 
dissolution—Costs incurred subsequent to dissolution—Liability of 
retiring partner—Partnership Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 39), 8. 17 
(2); s. 36 (3).—Oourt v. Berlin, app., 8.J. 715 


2. Receiver—Manager—Salary—Allowances—Services rendered 
for ry of estate outside the duty of a receiver.—Harris v. Sleep, 
APP. 


See also Bankruptcy, 1; Practice, 1 


icultural land—Market gardens—G 
Right of co for the owner or occupier of a market garden, as 
third , to argue for his client—A tural Rates Act, 1896 
(59 & 60 Vict. ¢. 16), ss. 1, 5, 6— tural Rates Order, art. 9, 
r. 3.—Smith v. Richmond, Q.B.D., 8.J. 697 

2. Settlement—Divided parish—Local Government Act, 1894 (56 
& 57 Vict. c. 73), s. 1 (3). emia of the Poor of the Dorking 
Union v. Guardians of the Poor of St. Saviour’s Union, Q.B.D., 
8.J. 697 

on Wilfully ref or net ballet to ee wife and family— 

vo yl Fe 5 f that wife was unchaste— 

Dae 
4,¢ 33), 8. 4 


1. Rating—. 


mption of pel pecs ‘Act, I 1824 (5 Geo, 
orris v. Edmonds, OBIE, 83. 698 


1, Life interest—Forfeiture clause—Fraud on power— 
Remoteness.— Wainwright v. Miller, OH.D. BYRNE, J., W.R. 652 


2. Will—Appointment for all seals tt tat'5: Re, Kelly 
v. Boyd, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R, 64 


1. fape | to Sout of A » notice of—Eight 


days before h me 8 S, 7—Con 
Possenel basing 5 io” Assigaabil to determine 
contract on retirement of a on int wiih whom tb 
made—Renewal of contract te with firm after 
know of the retirement.—Jaeger’s Sanitary Woollen System v. 
peer Sons, aPp., 8.J, 695 


tempt—Breach of injunction—Attachment—Service of 
pies of a avits with notice of motion—Proof of service of order 
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order—Ord. 52, r. 4.—Hall & Oo. v. Trigg, ee 


3. Costs—Interlocutory application—Costs reserved— Judgment 
silent as to reserved coste.—British Natural Premium Provident 


Association (Limited) v. Bywater, CH.D, BYRNE, J., 8.J. rapper 


in district —Jurisdiction 
of 7 Order for re-taxation taxing-master in London— 
Grounds for aS Sh ae ee ee 
v. at W. 


5. Discovery—Production of documents—Libel in newspaper— 
Original manuscript—Ord. 31, r. 18.—Hope v. Brash and Another, 


app., W.R. 659 

6. J t— Consent j — Setting aside — Common 
mistake— of one party by the other—Approbating 
citi v. Sanderson, aPp., W.R, 675 

7. Pleading—Action for appointment of new trustee—Foreign 
state plaintiff—Counter-claim for for libel—Excluding 
counter-claim—R. 8. C., 1683, ord. 18 r. 27; ord. 21, r. 15.— 
South African lic Vv. La Compagnie Franco-Belge du Chemin 
de Fer du Nord, Q.3.D., 8.J. 713 


—Van Grutten v. Foxwell, 0.3.D., 8.J, 715 


9. Pleading—Motion for judgment on default of b 
defendant—Evidence—R. 8. C., ord. 19, r. 10, and on 27, r. 1 
Webster v. Vincent, Q.B.D., 8,J. 715 


10. Writ—Specially-indorsed writ—Recovery of land and mesne 
profits—Ord. 3, r. 6—Ord. 14, r. 1—Common Law Procedure Act, 
1852 (15 & 16 Vict. c. 76), s. 214. —Southport Tramways Co. v. 
Gandy, apr., W.R. 684 


See also Divorce, 1; Trustee, 1 


PROBATE— 
mer eae eS Sg entitled abroad—U — Limited 
grant to stranger—Oourt of Probate Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. o. 
71), 8. 73.—Suarez, In the Goods of, P.D. & AD.D., W.R. 704 
PUBLIC HEALTH— 
See Local Government, 3, 4 
RIVER— 
Right to take sand and gravel—‘‘ Bed 


of the Thames ’’—Thames Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 


elxxxvii.), ss. 87, 238.—Conservators of the River mes v. Smeed, 
Dean, & Co., and Another, app., W.R, 691 
SHIP— 
Master—Seaman— at foreign port—Maintenance and 


home—Deposit of sum with consular officer—Merchant 
Act, 1804 (37 & 68 Vict. c. 60), «, 186, sub-section 2 (4). 
wards v. Steel, Young, & Oo., aPP., W.R, 689 


SOLICITOR— 


1, A promising claim before action brought.— 
Mosouloy or Folleg: ane, WRe esl 


2. Costse—Lien—Compromise by a 
—Collusion.—. 


solicitor’s back Re, OH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., 
W.R. 645 

3. Miscond i verbal evidence to a Government officia 
of identity of a was in fact a to the solicitor— 
Punishment — circumstances— 


of court — 
Solicitors’ Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 65), s. ee aie 
Incorporated Law Society, Ex parte, Q.B.D., 8.J, 726 


THAMES— 
See River | 
pags rcmrsaceygeenn 
by 
periners for soparat Act, 1883 MO a Vida 8 Pot oon’ Wade mask 
‘Trade-Marke, Re, OH.D. STIRLING, J., W. 





4 DIGEST. [Maco titer) 


TRUSTEE— Vict. c. 17), 8, 68.—Grand Junction Waterworks Co. v. Davies, 0.B.D., | 


1. Breach of trust—Marrried woman restrained from anticipa-| W-R. 687 
tion—Indemnity —Pleading—Third-party notice—Liberty to apply See also Local Government, 4 
—Trustee Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 53), s. 45—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 

16, r. 55.—Holt, Re, Holt v. Holt, cH.D. BYRNE, J., W.R. 650 

2. Improper investment—Liability of trustee—Judicial Trustees WILL— 

Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c. 35), s. 3—Orders made before passing 1. Construction—Gift for charitable purpose—Surplus income.— | 
of Act—Discretion of court.—Stuart, Re, Smith v. Stuart, cH.D.| Forester, Re, Jervis v. Forester, OH.D. NORTH, J., S.J. 696 


STIRLING, 3., 8.J. 714 

mo Be. 2, Hotchpot clause—Advanced child—Period of distribution— 
Interest on advance—Rate of interest.—Lambert, Re, Moore v. 
WATER— Middleton, OH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 661 


— —— value—House and garden— Supply of water for) 3, Gift to “issue”—Ilegitimate children.— Walker, Re, Walker 
part of premises—Grand Junction Waterworks Act, 1852 (15 & 16 v. Ledyens, CH.D. ROMER, J., 647 
Vict. c. clvii.), s. 46—Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847 (10 & 11 See also Power, 2 




















